





ith another 150,000 
troops heading for the 
| Gulf and the call-up of 


40,000 reservists to join 
them, US imperialism’s war 
drive has brought humanity to 
the edge of the precipice. With 
the figure now approaching 
half a million, it is the largest 
troop build-up since Vietnam, 
and just as in that conflict, 
Bush and his generals are 
coldly calculating the unleash- 
ing of the awesome brutal 
power of western military 
technology against the Iraqi 
people. 


B-52s and Stealth bombers, 
A-10s and F-16s, Apache at- 
tack helicopters and the whole 
arsenal of deadly missiles will 
strike at Baghdad when the or- 
ders are given. Bush knows 
only too well that when war 
does break out the casualties 
on both sides willbe enormous. 
The very nature of the weapons 
on both sides can only mean 
massive civilian casualties, not 
only in Iraq and Kuwait, but 
across large regions of the 
Gulf. 


The RealReasons 


And for what? To defend Ku- 
wait against Saddam 
Hussein’s aggression? To free 
the hostages? To enforce the 
UN Sanctions and _ protect 
Saudi Arabia from invasion? 
That's the official line of the US 
and its allies, including the Irish 
Government and opposition. 
This monstrous stream of lies, 
as the weeks have gone by, has 
become more and more trans- 
parent to millions everywhere, 
andthe real reasons more clear 
forallto see. 


The USA is fronting this gl- 
gantic exercise in military brink- 
manship for one reason only. 
To decisively and brutally as- 
sert imperialism's rignt to ex- 
ploit the resources of the Gulf. 
They are defending their ac- 
cesstocheapolil. 


Saddam Hussein, once one 
of their favourite sons in polic- 
ing the region against any up- 
start who might threatend the 
Western setup in the Gulf, has 
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stepped out of line by plunder- 
ing Kuwait to help bale out his 
own tottering regime. Now the 
man whom Bush, Thatcher and 
Kohl were only too eager to arm 
to the teeth to silence and op- 
press his own people and the 
Kurds, who traded with him and 
advanced unlimited cash, is 
brandeda ‘monster’, a ‘Hitler’. 


The necessary overthrow of 
Saddam Hussein, and the fu- 
ture of Kuwait are matters en- 
tirely for the peoples of those 
countries. The imperialist inter- 
vention has nothing to do with 
their right to self-determination 
and is fundamentally opposed 
to that right. Already the Arab 
bourgeoisies suspect that the 
outcome of a US victory would 
be to make Kuwait a US colony 
(a ‘Protectorate’) with a perma- 
nent mass US military pres- 
ence. 


The pretence of a western 
crusade for democracy is all 
part of the necessary hypocriti- 
Cal propaganda by the West, 
including our own government 
and media, to justify the deci- 
sion to go to war, part of the 
necessary lie machine to de- 
fend the Blockade and sanc- 
tions aimed at starving the Iraqi 
people into submission. The 
cynicism of the bourgeois me- 
dia and politicians here and 
elsewhere is breath-taking. 


Not one of the semi-feudal 
regimes backing the exer- 
cise—the Saudis, Syrians, Ku- 
waitis, have ever been elected 
or are even preparing to allow 
their people elementary demo- 
cratic rights. Turkey has a grisly 
record of repression and terror 
against its own population, sec- 
ond to none. ‘Democratic’ 
Egypt has been blackmailed 
into the fray simply because it 
owes $7billion which the US is 
prepared to waive in order to 
create the impression of inter- 
national Support. So too with 
Gorbachev pleading for west- 
ern aid to keep the USSR econ- 
omy from falling apart as he 
tries to drag it back to the capi- 
talist market. 


Fundamentally this is a 
united imperialist front of the 
US, the EC powers and Japan. 


One Year After the Berlin 
Wall page6é 


A New York demonstra tion ag ainst US troo ps intheGulf. 


ltsclaim to represent the ‘world 
community’ is a fraud based on 
arm-twisting and blackmailing 
of the client states of these im- 
perialists across the globe. The 
United Nations has never con- 
sistently fought imperialism on 
behalf of any oppressed nation. 
Its military interventions have 
always only been at the agree- 
ment of the Security Council, 
where the Big Powers have the 
permanent veto. It even loaned 
its official banner to the US to 
wage the third biggest imperial- 
ist war of this barbarous cen- 


tury—against the Korean 
people. 

Stop the Imperialist 
Drive! 


No worker anywhere has any 
interest in supporting a Bush- 
Thatcher war or the UN Block- 
ade and sanctions, the fig-leaf 
behind which the war drive is 
being built up. And it is already 
clear that despite the system- 
atic lies and distortions of the 
media, the barrage of poison- 
ouS propaganda Nas not con- 
vinced more than a minority in 
lreland or Britain to adopt the 
“let’s nuke Iraq” attitude of the 
generals. 





Presidential 





ea 


This is heartening, for it 
shows that war is not inevi- 
table. Without mass public sup- 
port, imperialism cannot sus- 
tainits wars. 


Already the extent of pro- 
tests across the globe, and es- 
peciallyinthe US, evenbeforea 
shot has been fired, shows the 
war-mongers that they cannot 
expect to hoodwinkthe masses 
for long. Doubts and uncer. 
tainty are already creeping in 
among the allied imperialist 
powers and within their own rul- 
Ing circles. 


None can be sure of the out- 
come ofa war that could see all 
of the Gulf with its precious oil 
resources destroyed for dec- 
ades, an outcome with incalcu- 
lable consequences for a world 
economy sitting perilously on 
the edge of recession. 

But most of all they fear what 
effect such a war might have on 
the hundred million Arab work- 
ers and peasants languishing 
In poverty and misery while 
their rulers, bankrolled and 
armed by the West, enjoy the 
fruits of theirtoil. 


Support for Hussein, already 
seen by millions of oppressed 
Arabs as striking a blow at this 
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setup, could become even 
greater, and the fate of the 
client regimes put in the bal- 
ance. 


Every moment of doubt which 
Stays their hand provides the 
precious time for us here in Ire- 
land to urgently organise and 
build a mass campaign among 
workers, Students, youth, 
housewives, which must loudly 
and clearly tell the Coalition 
government— 


® No to Imperialist War in the 
Gulf 


® Break the imperialist Block- 
ade oflraq! Endthe Sanctions! 


Such a campaign must ex- 
pose the bogus ‘neutrality’ of 
the Irish state and its Labour 
and Workers Party defenders 
which daily fuels US warplanes 
forthe Gulf! Force these parties 
to join in mobilising an anti-im- 
perialist campaign against im- 
perialist Sanctions and war! 

In the event of war, we must 
have no doubts about which 
side we take. Just as in Viet- 
nam, we stand unconditionally 
forthe Most thorough defeat of 
the US, Britain, France and all 
their allied and client armies— 
forvictory to lraq! 
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The Class 


Struggle 
in Iraq 


TO IRAQI MILITANTS we 
Say—use every aspect of the 
war-regime to strengthen the 
hand of the working class in 
its struggle for its own inter- 
ests. Fight for workers’ con- 
trol of rationing; for elimina- 
tion of all privileges; nationali- 
sation under workers control 
of all arms industries and all 
imperialist holdings and prop- 
erty ip Iraq; for the arming of 
the workers and poor peas- 
ants in democratic militias; 
arms for the Palestinians and 
self-determination for the 
Kurdish people; for full demo- 
cratic rights in lraq and full 
self determination for a// the 
population of Kuwait! 





By fighting for such a pro- 
sramme, working class mili- 
tants can, in war, bloc with 
Hussein to fight the imperial- 
ists while strengthening the 
ability of the masses to settle 
accounts with his brutal re- 
gime, whatever the outcome. 
Only thus can the working 
class prepare to overthrow 
Hussein’s regime when that 
becomes concretely possible 
without jeopardisin the 
struggle against the US. 
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Organise Now to Reject 


An ICTU-Haughey Pact! 


mm major recession is 
A vconine over the 
economy. It began to 
bite internationally in mid- 
summer before the Gulf 
crisis and speculation in 
oil prices brought new 
instability into the world 
capitalist system. Eco- 
nomic growth has ceased 
and is going into reverse 
in Britain. Theimpact may 
well be more severe in 
Ireland because of its pro- 
found dependence on the 
multinationals and inter- 
national trade—especially 
with Britain. 

Two other factors make the 
prospects even more danger- 
ous for workers in Ireland. 
Agriculture is already gripped 
by a separate crisis—a slump 
in beef exports and cuts in 
price subsidies to farmers 
agreed as a concession to US 
pressure. Secondly, the immi- 
nence of the ‘Single European 
Market’ is building up pres- 
sure on Irish bosses to ration- 
alise production and raise 
productivity or go under in a 
new wind:-of competition. 





These prospects make it all 
the more urgent that any new 
‘peace pact’ between Haughey 
andthe ICTU be rejected. The 
cornerstone of all such deals— 
since 1972—has been that 
workers sacrifice the right to 
strike in defence of their 
wages, in return for ‘orderly’ 
wage increases well below 





600 TYPISTS inthe Civil & Pub- 
lic Servants Union (CPSU) bal- 
loted in favour of industrial 
action as part of the union's 
Low Pay Campaign. They have 


_withdrawn their co-operation 


with word processing duties in 
pursuit of their claim for an 
allowance. Unlike their co- 
workers in An Post who receive 
an extra £27 per week, some 
typists in the civil service re- 
ceive nothing extra at all. 


Retaliation 


Management responded to 
this action by taking 300 typ 
ists off the payroll. That should 


| have been the signal for all out 
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action but instead the teddy 
bears in CPSU Head Office had 
something else in mind. The 
staff in question were told to 
report for work as normal and 
make themselves available for 
non word processing duties. 
Their full week’s wages are 
being met out of union funds! 
And this despite further retali- 
ation from management—te- 
voking flexi-time and stopping 
deduction of union dues. 


To crown it all the Executive 
asked the members to contrib- 
ute £5 per week towards a 
fund to sustain this refusal to 
strike. Many individuals would 
gladly contribute to a strike 
fund but want to see their ur 
ion members outside the door 
first. The last thing they want 
is for union dues to be ex- 
hausted paying the wage bill of 
the Department of Finance. This 
only strengthens the hands of 
management and goes no- 
where towards resolving the 
dispute. 


When a Revenue Branch 


what the bosses can be made 
to pay by afighting trade union 
movement. Widespread pov- 
erty, sharpened inequality in 
education, severe emigration 
and dramatic reverses in 
health and local services are 
the price that has been paid 
under successive National 
Wage Agreements, National 
Understandings and under 
the present ‘Programme for 
National Recovery’ (PNR). 
Andallthe more so when these 
programmes for national wage 
restraint were camouflaged 
with promises of ‘social devel- 
opment’. 


jobless Figures 


This collaboration has 
meant the ICTU acting as 
public-relations bureau for the 
most right-wing bosses’ gov- 
ernmentin decades. When the 
Labour Force Survey sug- 
gested that 30,000 new jobs 
had been created in 1989, this 
statistic was instantly cele- 
brated as the decisive proof of 
the ICTU’s success. 


But this sample survey did 
not square at all with the 
national index of unemploy- 
ment. The jobless figures have 
remained over 220,000 for 
three years, dropping by less 
than 15,000, while 90,000 
emigrated and population 
declined despite the highest 
birth rate in Europe! 


voted to take strike action in 
solidarity with the typists they 
were wamed to pipe down and 
leave the matter to Head Of- 
fice. Its idea of running an in 
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Our freedom to use our 
industrial strength tofightfor 
our needs is the central issue 
if we are not to go down to 
complete surrender to the 
slump politics of making the 
working class pay for the grow- 
ing problems of capitalism in 
Ireland. 


The union bureaucrats are 
all too aware of this but are 
determined not to allow it to 
become an issue in the debate. 
The Civil and Public Services 
Union, for example, mandated 
its leaders not to enter into 
talks for any deal which would 
restrict the right to strike— 
which is the essence of all 
national wages deals. 


Yet O’Dowd and his cronies 
went right ahead and voted 
for new talks. When chal- 
lenged by a Class Struggle 
supporter through her CPSU 
branch he added insult to in- 
jury by patronisingly sending 
the branch a copy of the ICTU 


hat’s in a name? Not 
a hell of a lot as work- 
= ers learmed recently 
when the Irish Congress of 
Trade Unions outlined its pro- 
posals for a new Programme 
for National Recovery (PNR) as 
a programme “for social and 
economic development”. The 
current diet of Heinz beans on 
offer has proved so unpopular 
with the masses that union 
leaders couldn't quite stom 
ach a PNR Mark Il, or more 


| precisely they could stomach 


CPSU To Pay State 
Wages Bill 


it in everything but name. 


As the PNR draws to a close 
in December of this year, the 
bureaucrats trip one another up 
in the rush to tell us all how 
wonderful we've done in the 


_ Jast round. 300 shop stewards 


know otherwise and they have 
put their name to paper to say 


so. Along with many unem- 


dustrial dispute is something | 


more akin to conducting a 
public relations campaign. 
Appalled at the thought of any 
serious ‘industrial action’ the 
union leaders are merely seek- 
ing to secure better terms for 
negotiation. Our members are 
the pawns in that game. As to 
be expected all the strings are 
being tightly controlled by Big 
Brother. 


Strike Action 


Showing the bosses we mean 
business is the speediest way 
to resolve this dispute. Mass 
meetings must be organised 
so the union leadership can be 
held to account. All out strike 
action is necessary to restore 
the typists’ pay and to win 
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ployed, trade union and com- 
munity activists, theyhave taken 
up the struggle against the 
Programme by helping to build 
Trade Unionists and Unem- 
ployed Against the Programme 
(TUAAP). 


Rapturous Applause 


TUUAP branches have sprung 
up around the country and sec- 
toral groups have been estab- 
lished. Activists were encour 
aged by developments at the 


recent SIPTU conference when 


their justified claim. They can — 


not be left alone in this battle. 
That is why a public sector 
rank and file alliance must be 
built now with a view to esca- 
lating action on a public serv- 
ice wide basis.— 


A SUCCESSFUL meeting of 
TUUAP was held in Galway city 
on Thursday 18 October. It was 
organised by Galway TUUAP 
members on the initiative of 
Galway IWG. Speakers were 
Des Derwin and Gregor Kerr 
from the national executive of 
TUUAP and the meeting was 
chaired by Andy Johnston, TUI. 


A many-pronged attack was 
made on the PNR in a rallying 


one third of delegates opposed 
talks on a new PNR outright— 
while a considerable number of 
those voting fortalks did so with 
the greatest reservations. 
Campaign activists have set 
their sights on a determined 
effort to mobilize a ‘no’ vote for 
the ballot which will take place 
early next year. 


Yet lodged within the single- 
ness of purpose with which 





leaflet which was handed out at 
all the main Galway workplaces. 


Andy Johnston spoke from 
the Chair on the need to build a 
mass fighting rank and file 
movement of employed and 
unemployed that would place 
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document “Ireland 1990-2000: 
A Decade of Development, 
Reform and Growth” and 
adding—“You can read it for 
references torestrictions on the 
right tostrike but you will not 
find any.” 


Rhetoric 


The ICTU delegate confer- 
ence on 21 Sep. voted over- 
whelmingly to go into new 
talks with Haughey. The large 
minority of union leaders who 
had attacked the present PNR 
did not all translate their 
rhetoric into votes on the day. 
They are desperately hoping 
to balance out the pressure of 
their members against a deal 
with their own bureaucratic 
interest in having one. They 
cannot be relied upon for one 
moment to lead a fight but 
must nevertheless be con- 
fronted with the mobilised 
pressure of the rank and file 
to force them to oppose any 
new deal with Haughey. 


No sooner was the decision 
taken than the ICTU bosses 
began to let the cat out of the 
bag. They were seeking a ten 
year agreement with the gov- 
ernment and employers for 


TUUAP CHALLENGE. 


TUUAP approaches its goal is a 
fundamental contradiction. In- 
sofar as it limits itself to the 
single issue of getting out the 
‘no’ vote, the campaign has 
turnedits back on the vital need 
to build an alternative to the 
Plan. This is a fatal flaw — for 
when faced with a barrage of 
propaganda coming from the 
union tops, many workers who 
are thoroughly sickened by the 
programme still see no real 
alternative to it. They must be 
convinced otherwise. 


It was precisely these senti- 
ments that were echoed by 
Jimmy Kelly, Waterford Con- 
venor, when he addressed the 
TUUAP conference in Septem- 
berlast. Kelly told the 140 dele- 
gates present that a rank and 
file movement must be built 
now to challenge the rotten sell 
out merchants and to provide 
the basis of an alternative lead- 
ership. 


Yet among those leading the 
rapturous applause that fol- 
lowed were key campaign activ- 
ists determined to ensure any- 
thing but. Here, afterall, was 
the largest meeting of shop 
stewards and activists on a 
national basis seen in many 
years. But when the IWG put 
forward a motion that would 
make Kelly’s proposals the 
perspective of the campaign, 
the organisers pulled out all the 
stops to convince the meeting 
to refer the IWG motions to a 
future conference. 


But when requested to seta 
date forsuch aconference, they 
fought tooth and nail to ensure 
that it would happen only after 
the crucial ballot on a new deal 


Galway Action on PNR 


demands on the union officials 
to act, that would fight with the 
union officials where possible 
but without them where neces- 
Sary. 


Two days later Galway TUUAP 
members helped to give out the 





‘national development’. These 
ying connivers had not 
breathed a word of any such 
perspective in advance of the 
decision. Evenifanew deal on 
wagesis limited totwoor three 
years as at present, however, 
any agreed statement of tar- 
gets for a ten year programme 
of ‘development’ would be a 
serious blow against the po- 
litical independence of the 
organised labour movement. 


The self-inflated Irish un- 
ion leaders, posturing as part- 
ners in developing the welfare 
of the nation, are seen by the 
Irishruling class for what they 
really are—a caste of over- 
paid and blustering officials 
who can be relied upon to help 
solve the problems of Irish 
capitalism at their own mem- 
bers’ expense for the sake of 
“orderly labour relations”. 
Knowing this, Haughey has 
had no difficulty in calling 
their bluff month by month, 
issue after issue for the past 
three years and more. 


The privatisation of Irish 
Sugar is but one more slap in 
the face for the union leaders 
who told us the PNR was a 
gentleman’s agreement which 
ruled out such a possibility. 





takes place! In other words, 
when the campaign as they 
conceive it, is over. In taking 
this line they were more than 
bolstered by the centrists 
present. Militant as usual were 
whinging that nothing more could 
be won in the present climate. 
And this despite the fact that 
their paper contained the call to 
build a rank and file movement! 
To to be built in the next century 
no doubt. SWM as ever slinked 
behind the majority position, 
having nothing to say on the day 
about the issues raised by us 
and then belatedly attacking the 
attempt to build a rank and file 
movement in their next paper 
as premature. Forthem it’s been 
premature forthe last ten years! 


First Things First 


Al Mc Cready, a member of 
the ATGWU Executive addressed 
the final rally. First things first, 
he satisfied himself by having a 
go atthe left and their “ideologi- 
cal abstractions”. He praised 
those union leaderships which 
he claimed were “against” a 
new PNR and who had “wel- 
comed” the TUUAP campaign. 
Whatever about their rhetoric 
against the Plan, these leaders 
are nowhere to be seen in the 
campaign. Nor didmany ofthem 
vote against going into new 
talks. Yet everything must be 
done to keep in with them was 
the core message from Brother 
Mc Cready. 


Defending the refusal of the 
Conference organisers to take 
any motion that would develop 
TUUAP policy, McCready 


pleaded that no changes could 


new TUUAP/TUI national leaflet 


Congress in Galway. Galway 
TUUAP aims to leaflet the rank 
and file of every union in the city 
in the weeks ahead with propa- 
ganda against the new sellout 
now being prepared by ICTU.@ 





the bosses attacks. 


Much more important priva- 
tisations are on thecards, and 


the ICTU’s failure to mobilise © 


workers’ resistance is an open 
invitation to proceed. 


Uphill Battle 


Trade Unionists and Unem- 
ployed Against the Programme 
has organising groups in 
SIPTU, among teachers, and 
in the public service. They are 
faced with an uphill battle to 
reach the mass of trade un- 
ionists with the truth about 


the secret wheeler-dealingand | 


lying propaganda without 
which no new deal with 





| 


Haughey would be accepted | 


by the mass of trade union- 
ists. 


Itisacampaign which must 
be built urgently, despite the 


severe limitations it has 1m- | 


posed on itself. In the struggle 
to defeat the likely ballot fora 
new deal, militants must win 
it to begin building rank and 
file organisations—on all the 
key issues that face us—which 
can be areal alternative tothe 
class collaboration that has 
sapped the fighting strength 
of our movement over the past 
two decades. 
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be made without the consent of 
the current TUUAP signatories 
(a line supported by Militant 
during pre-conference planning). 
Incredibly the activists were 
expected to accept that absen- 


tee signatories were to be al- | 


lowed a veto over development 
of campaign policy by the 140 
activists who turned up! 


Whenthe IWG offeredto make | 


a financial contribution to TUUAP 
we were quietly informed that 
donations were not acceptable 


from political organisations. © 


Why? Because the organisers 


are at pains to create the image | 


of a non-political campaign in 
the illusory hope they this will 
win them the support of the left 
bureaucrats. But everybody 
knows that TUUAP is built by the 
forces of the organised left. 


The danger is that the limited 
“vote no” campaign will have 
folded up shop by the time they 
get round to calling another 
conference. This would be a 
tragedy. Notwithstanding these 
difficulties TUUAP is a fighting 
organisation of committed ac- 
tivists. Its growth in numbers 
and confidence represents a 
step forward for our class, not 
least of all because of the rela- 


tive atomisation of workers’ | 


struggles in the 80s. 


Its branches and sectoral 


groups can and must become 
the basis, not only for mobilis- 
ing a. No vote, but for taking up 
related issues. The key to this 
is to develop beyond limited 
anti-PNR bulletins and begin to 
organise regular rank and file 
bulletins in each sectror. These 


should take up all the key is- | 


sues of struggle. They should 
seek susbscribers and affili- 
ations throughout workplaces. 
They should be opento express- 
ing different viewpoints within a 
platform of opposition to class 


collaboration and for fighting 
_ democracy in the unions. 


against the PNR atthe TUI Unity | 


They must be constituted as | 


_apermanent network of militant 
activists that will remain in exis- | 


tence long after the battle over | 


/ the PNR is fought, to co-ordi- 


nate a class-wide response to 





Abortion Information— 


The Fight Goes On 


THE BATTLE to provide Irish 
women with abortion informa- 
tion continued among students 
with the opening of the aca- 
demic year. As a result of de- 
velopments earlier in the year 
17 students stalked by SPUC 
are faced with court charges in 
the region of £60,000. 


The IWG was alone in arguing 
that a campaign should be built 
to force the state to cancel these 


| costs and in defence of the stu- 
| dent leaders targeted by SPUC. 


The attempt to mobilise on this 
basis would have at least cre- 
ated a fighting campaign that 
could raise the money in the 
event of failure to cancel these 
Savage penalties. The fund-rais- 
ing campaign has not become a 
focus for any mobilisation, mak- 
ing it all the more difficult to 
meet the costs. Donations 
should be voted in every union 
workplace and branch and sent 


to the Students Defence Fund. 


Not surprisingly when the new 
term opened, many student 
unions evaded the issue by 
giving out abortion information 
on sheetlets accompanying their 
handbooks—thereby avoiding 
direct responsibility for challeng- 


| ing the state’s ban. 


Two notable exceptions were 
Dublin City University and Cathal 
Brugha Street.College of Cater- 
ing. The Principal of the Cater- 
ing College intervened directly 
to intimidate the union leaders 
who were acting under mandate 
fromthe membership. Members 


of the student Executive were 


threatened with Suspension and 
expulsion from the College. All 


' but three members resigned. 


Ried October Weekend 





OCTOBER 5TH weekend saw 
Derry’s second annual conference 
devoted to debate and discussion 
among socialists In Ireland first 
begun in 1989. About 50 people 
turned up for two and a half days 
to hear a series of talks and dis- 
cussions under what many con- 
sidered to be the unfortunate title 
‘From the Boyne to the Bog’. The 
parochialism of some Derry so- 
clalists Is legend. However, the 
turnout was just reward for the 
hard work of the organisers who 
deserve congratulations. 


The conference kicked off on 
Friday night with a talk by Inez Mc 
Cormack, left wing NUPE leader, 
on the subject of trade unions and 
discrimination in the North. Mc 
Cormack had little to say of Inter- 
est other than that lobbying by the 
trade union bureaucrats with the 
support of the Mac Bride prin- 
ciples and the Fair Employment 
Agency was the only realistic way 
forward. 


An IWG speaker pointed out 
that all the evidence of the Fair 
Employment Agency and else- 








One of those who stayed on 
was Union President, Jean 
Thorn. At a student assembly 
called shortly afterwards, she 
proposed acceptance of a mo- 
tion that would commit the un- 
ion to giving out the information 
unofficially. Tothis was counter- 
posed another motion that 
would have continued the policy 
voted for in a recent referen- 
dum to publicly print and distrib- 
ute abortion information. 


Challenged 


The President was challenged 
from the floor by a woman stu- 
dent who argued that it was 
lunacy to act under pressure to 
overturn a mandate so recently 
agreed, The young woman was 
then quoted chapter, book and 
verse from the Union constitu- 
tion to show that an assembly 
of the members could overturn 
a referendum decision. (lroni- 
cally in other colleges the right- 
wing has used the referendum 
to overturn student assembly 
mandates). Having satisfied 
everybody that all was well in 
the world of procedures, the 
President moved to a vote under 
fairly chaotic circumstances. 
Only a small minority voted in 
favour of total and outright defi- 
ance. 


Those students who oppose 
this step backwards must con- 
test the new elections on a 
fighting platform of defiance. 
The Vocational Education Com- 
mittee, which appoints princi- 
pals and runs the V.E.C. col- 
leges, is notoriously subject to 
Fianna Fail control and clerical 


where showed that discrimination 
had increased in thegworkplace 
and that the Mac Bride principles 
were as much concerned with man- 
agement as workers. 


He pointed out that what we 
needed was the organisation of 
struggle against discrimination and 
support for all legislation, but also 
almed at the fight for a programme 
of public works to create more 
Jobs. 


This was the way to break down 
the barriers between Catholic and 
Protestant workers. Mac Cormack, 
an ex radical soclallst, made It 
quite clear that she was having 
nothing to do with such a perspec- 
tive. 


Saturday and Sunday saw awidc 
range of topics, among them a 
session on James Connolly by an 
IWG speaker, women in the Soviet 
Union, Patrick Pearse, the 1916 
Rising and the Marxist analysis of 
the Battle of the Boyne. 


On Saturday night Sheila Row- 
botham gave what turned out to be 
the most disappointing talk of the 
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Sinn Fein — Having it both ways on 


abortion information 


SINN FEIN’S annual public forum 
on women's struggles was held 
this year under the theme of 
Women In Pursuit of Freedom 
1990. About 150 attended, the 
IWG being the only socialist group 
there. Speakers addressed the 
state of the economy and painted 
a bleak future for women in Ire- 
land. In the lively workshop ses- 
sions which followed, participants 
discussed the particular problems 
facing Irish women and topics such 
as the wages for housework de- 
bate. 


Harrowing accounts of the 
mistreatment routinely meted out 
to female Repubican prisoners 
were heard later in the day. One 
speaker told of an unpleasant in- 
cident with a female member of 
the security forces as the source 
of her realisation that not all 


women are ‘sisters’ as she had 
once believed. The day's events 
were marred by an Incident that 
confirms Sinn Fein’s double stan- 
dards on the woman question. 


A representative of the Won- 
ens Information Network was 
asked not to distribute abortion 
telephone numbers Inside the meet- 
Ing. After some of us raised objec- 
tions to this gross act of self-cen- 
sorship, we were given assurances 
that the Network literature could 
be distributed outside the door. 
However, when subsequent at- 
tempts were made to place the lit- 
erature In an adjacent room, this 
was also stopped. The Information 
was eventually distributed In the 
hotel lobby, but not without a fight. 


When an IWG activist raised 
this issue during the meeting, she 


SS 


influence. A defeat in Cathal 
Brugha Street now, as a result 
of its Principal being allowed to 
get away with arbitrary interfer- 


ence into. the affairs of the un- | 


ion and intimidation of its 
members, wit embolden Fianna 
Fail and clerical stooges in the 
other colleges. 


The rot has got to be stopped 
now.The TCD Student Assem- 
bly the same day voted in soli- 
darity with Cathal Brugha Street 
but nothing concrete was done. 
One speaker correctly attacked 
the hypocrisy of TCD leaders for 
supporting the motion while 
defying their own two-thirds 
majority mandate to officially 
give out abortion information. 


Experience shows that lead- 
ers of the Union of Students in 
lreland (USI) cannot be relied on 
to give a lead here. The day after 
news of Cathal Brugha Street 
events broke, USI were leading 


a demonstration to the Dail on | 


the cuts. The request of TCD 
activists present for an open 
declaration of solidarity with 
Cathal Brugha Street by the 
platform was greeted with a 
stony silence—quite literally 
since the USI leaders refused 
even to mention the incident. 


This college year, sadly, has 
begun in all too familiar fashion 
Brave defiance initially, and 
then, under pressure, the union 
leaderships with the usual pro- 
cedural shenanigans, abandon- 
ing the struggle. They have got 
away so far because those stu- 
dents who can see clearly what. 
is happening lack any clear strat- 
egy for building a democratic 
campaign that cannot be sold 
out by the windbags in USI.@ 


Donations to The Student 
Defence Fund, Bank of Ire- 
land Account No. 15967150 
Branch No. 90-00-68. 


weekend, on ‘Women and History’. 
The audience might have expected 
from this leading socialist feminist 
some political evaluation of how 
far the womens’ movement has 
developed and the theoretical and 
practical obstacles facing the 
struggle against womens’ opppres- 
sion. 


instead Rowbotham rambled on 


about the difficulties of getting | 


books about working women into 
print. It has been long recognised 
by socialists that the feminist 
movement has been more success- 
ful in building university careers for 
a few.than reaching the mass of 
oppressed women. Rowbotham’s 
talk merely confirmed this. 


The weekend Is a worthy Idea to 
open up debate and discussion on 
differences and controversies that 
divide socialists In lreland and 
elsewhere. 


Predictably, it was in sessions 
chaired by Sinn Fein members, 
where debates and differences 
were closed down rather than 
encouraged. Debate for Sinn Feln 
is described as sectarianism, un- 
less of course everybody is In agree- 
ment with them, which, thankfully 
they ain't. 


———— 


was told there was “no problem” 
with the distribution of Information 
and that any more discussion of 
the issue would constitute a “waste 
of time” — after a full seven min- 
utes of debate during which two 
leading members laid down the 
line. It would appear that the pur- 
sult of freeedomfor women does not 
extend to discussion about Sinn 
Fein's practice on this Issue. 


For while there is no doubt that 
many Sinn Fein activists Individu- 
ally campaign on abortion Informa- 
tion, Sinn Feln as an organisation 
will not give a lead, In craven defer- 
ence to the forces Catholic nation- 
alism. To pretend that this Is other- 
wise Is crass evasion. Gerry Adams 
was the only male leader of Sinn 
Feln to put in even a brief appear- 
ance. More pressing engagements 
no doubt! 


if. Just Rememb 
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EDITORIA 


The Do-Nothing President 


WHEN DICK Spring chose Mary Robin- 
son as candidate of the left’ for the presi- 
dency, he was correctly attacked by 
Emmet Stagg’s ‘Labour Left’ as usurping 
Labour’s democratic procedure in order 
to block the drafting of Noel Browne by 
Stagg and DeRossa, for the electoral 
benefit of Spring’s own faction. 


Since then the united campaign of Spring, 
DeRossa and Stagg in support of Robinson 
has relentlessly plumbed the depths of re- 
formist illusions and self-delusion as Robin- 
son’s chances grew, up to her final victory over 
Lenihan. 


The best that honest reformists can claim 
after all the dust has settled is that Fianna 
Fail was discommoded. Nothing more. They 
lost a ‘perk’ normally in their gift—an honour 
and sinecure for asenior member, aptly evalu- 
ated by Garret Fitzgerald when he declined 
Fine Gael’s nomination on the grounds that 
he was not ready for retirement. 


That Haughey’s party was trumped at the 
polls on this occasion is of no concrete signifi- 
cance. Even if we ignore that the campaign in 
no way mobilised any element of working 
class or socialist struggle, the ‘blow’ to Fianna 
Fail by Robinson’s victory is really only in the 





er 


the scandal of Haughey’s having to sack from 


the Government his own presidential candi- 


date in the final week of the campaign, his 
party incredibly pulled out its full national 
voting strength for Lenihan! It mobilised a 


'rare display of party support at rallies in 


reaction to Fine Gael’s exposure of Lenihan’s 
hes. 


While Robinson benefited by default from 
this, the main significance of these events was 
in publicly exposing the corruption and cynical 
arrogance of Irish bourgeois politicians. And 
how did the ‘left? campaign capitalise on this? 
By propagating more enthusiastically than 
ever the vision of a people united around a 
healing president who would willingly, to this 
end, silence herself on all the progressive 
stances which had made her popular with 


sections of women and the labour movement. 


In other words, Spring, Stagg and DeRossa, 
fought to repair peoples’ illusions in ‘our par- 
liamentary democracy’ at a moment when its 
corruption stood exposed. 


Goodbye to the Left 


Upon her election, Robinson explicitly bid 
‘soodbye’ to her supporters. She could not, 
would not, be the president of the ‘left’. Spring 
nodded in approval, keenly aware of his own 
first loyalty—to the Irish bourgeois state and 


| all its parliamentary sham, above any consid- 


eration of working class interests. 


Had Robinson’s campaign been turned into 
a mobilisation around even one of the issues 
which she partially championed as a lawyer— 
women’s equality, divorce, homosexual rights, 
contraception, abortion information—she 
might have been supportable as a labour move- 
ment candidate of struggle. Quite the con- 


trary, she made it clear once it became a 





contest with Fiannna Fail and Fine Gael that 
she would abjure any involvement whatever 






with these issues! 


It is sometimes tactically necessary for so- 
cialists, in order to reach the most class con- 
scious workers with their own programme, to 
call for a critical-support vote for Labour lead- 
ers who are every bit as determined as Robin- 
son to remain unaccountable to the working 
class. Such tactics are necessitated from time 
to timé by the political backwardness of a 
working class movement whose most commit- 
ted sections sadly still see the bourgeois La- 
bour Party as their best political defence 
against the 80% dominance of the two main 
capitalist parties. In Robinson’s case, how- 
ever, such a tactic was impossible as the illu- 
sions created in the parasitic office of Presi- 
dent would far outweigh any possibility of 
ever putting the reformist candidate to the 
test in that office. 


Robinson’s own chief handler Eoghan Har- 
ris stated the case well in a memorable if un- 
intended mockery of reformist illusions: 


I didn't work for Mary Robinson in the Park 
because I wanted her to do anything. I don't 
want her to do anything in the Park. I dont 
believe anybody else does. I believe she’s the 
only person who geninely wants to do some- 
thing in the Park. I think, deep down the Irish 
people don’t want her to do anything. ... For 


Mary Robinson to be in the Park is itself a 
political statement of enormous importance”. 
Trish Times Nov 10th) 


Whatever about its “importance”, the 
indisputable content of the “statement” is that 
Labour and the Workers Party are shame- 
lessly prepared to mobilise the illusions of 
women and the labour movement for an empty 
symbolic gain that can do nothing for the 
masses, solely to enhance the electoral pres- 
tige of Spring, DeRossa & Co. at the expense of 
mobilising the least form of struggle for the 
needs of women and workers. 


The Say-Nothing Radicals 


On the paramount question of how workers, 
students, women activists should have voted 
in the election, Sinn Féin and the SWM in- 
credibly stayed silent! SF hoped quietly to 
accomodate the illusions of many of its sup- 
porters in Fianna Fail. After the event one of 
their ‘left’ spokespersons Mitchell McLough- 
lin cynically welcomed Robinson into office 
and... called on her to open her arms to the 
oppressed nationalists! SWM, on the other 
hand, quietly accomodated to popular left 
sentiment for Robifson but did not want to 
stand accused of peddling reformist illusions. 
Best say nothing and have it both ways. No 
doctrinaires in the SWM! 


IWG called openly for abstention in the 
election to the Park, not out of any ultra-left 
dismissal of the reformist parties or anarchist 


‘dismissal of bourgeois institutions. Our leaf- 


lets explained why neither Robinson nor the 
office of president could represent any gain for 
our class and argued—Dont Vote, Organise! 
We spelled out some of the key issues around 
which real struggle must be built for women’s 
rights and against sexual oppression and 
imperialist repression. That is only real way 
to strike a blow at Fianna Fil!l 
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S and IRAQ: 






Oppressor and Oppressed 
semi-Colony 


FEW :-WOULD DENY today 
that such impoverished 
countries as Bangladeshor 
Bolivia, despite being 
‘politically independent’ 
are oppressed by imperti- 
alism every bit as truly as 
if they were colonies. 


Clearly the forms of impe- 
rialist oppression around the 
globe have altered since the 
US dislodged the hold of Brit- 


ish and French imperialism : 


after becoming the dominant 
world power in the 1940s. Co- 
lonial domination has been 
replaced by semi-colonial 
exploitation, through multi- 
nationals, trade relationships 
and debt, backed up with the 
final sanction of military 
threats. 


Rashly, some on the left have 
claimed that limited or one- 
sided capitalist development 
in certain countries in the 
imperialised world has actu- 
ally broken them free from 
semi-colonial status—e.g. in 
Argentinaand Iraq, twocoun- 
tries which have come into 
outright conflict with the 
imperialist powers in the past 
decade. In such conflicts revo- 
lutionary communists take 
sides and call for victory for 
oppressed nationsin the battle 
with imperialism. But by 
arguing that these countries 
are no longer semi-colonies, 
papers such as Militant justi- 
fied their refusal to defend 
Argentina in its war with 
Britain in 1982. 


Hallmarks 


Today the issue is once more 
posedin relation to Iraq, which 
we hold to be a semi-colony 
dominated by imperialism. 
The struggles of the lraqi 
masses against oppression 
and exploitation must inevi- 
tably therefore develop intoa 
conflict with imperialism 
fraught with all the dangers 
of resurgent nationalism, but 
accelerated by the revolution- 
ary energy of a people rising 
against both economic super- 
exploitation and national! 
oppression. The fact that the 
present conflict began as a 
quarrel between the imperi- 
alists and their own stooge, 
Saddam Hussein, the oppres- 
sor of his own people, does not 
alter the fundamental duty to 
take sides with Iraq against 
Bush and Thatcher. 


What then are the features 
of Iraqi development that 
mark it as still a semi-colony? 
In approaching this problem 
it would be wrong to look at 
only one side of the economic 
reality. If we took indebted- 
ness alone as the index of sem1- 
colonial dependency then the 
US would be classified as 
imperialised! Nor can we 
simply subtract capital in- 
flows from outflows without 
regard to ownership and con- 
trol of the surplus anditsrela- 
tionship to productive invest- 
ment and national develop- 
ment. Many semi-colonies 
suffer outflows of capital pre- 
cisely because of the inability 
of the native bourgeoisie to 


a 








invest it productively athome - 


in competition with imperial- 
ist multinationals. 


Iraq’s early capitalist econ- 
omy was dominated by the 
Iraq Petroleum Company es- 
tablished in 1928 by eight 
companies including the five 
that dominated world oil pro- 
duction and distribution. BP 
and Shell controlled nearly 
50% of the company between 
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them. The concessions to ex- 
plore Iraqi territory were 
prised out of the pliant Iraqi 
royal family as the price for 
political independence. 


When Colonel Quasim leda 
bourgeois nationalist revolu- 
tion against the royal family 
in 1958 he declared: “We are 
fighting for the industrialisa- 
tion of our republic and the 
ending of our dependence on 
the sale of crude oil.” 


Not only imperialism but 
the class structure of Iraqi 
society—one nurtured and 
protected by imperialism— 
stood in the way. The over- 
whelming bulk of the profits 
from oil that stayed in Iraq 
went directly to the tribal 
landlords and was invested in 
trade and land rather than 
industry. The small amount of 
manufacturing was confined 
to food, drink and textiles, 
purely for the home market. 
The most significant change 
to the economic structure of 
Iraq in the 1960s was felt in 
agrarian relations, with land 
reform going some way to 
creating better conditions for 
capital accumulation and 
breaking the hold of feudal 


classes. 


In the 1960s Iraq’s income 
was dependent on increasing 
the volume of oil production 
but this was outside of its 
control. Iraq’s overall pace and 
direction of economic develop- 
ment was kept within the 
limits ofimperialistinterests. 
After the bourgeois national- 


ist Ba’athist revolution finally 
triumphed in 1968 great 
changes were expected. 


But what happened? Be- 
tween 1972 and 1975 the Iraqi 
government nationalised the 
holdings of the Iraqi Petro- 
leum Company entirely, but 
with massive compensation. 
Thus the first oil price rises of 
OPEC improved the financial 
situation of the Iraqi govern- 


& US troops prepare for chemical warfare in defense of oil im perialism. 


ment at a stroke. Oil revenue 
in 1972 was about $1 billion. 
On the eve of war with Iranin 
1980 it was to register $26 
billion a year and rising . But 
how were these revenues 
used? 


Development 


Manufacturing grew at 
about 11% per annum in the 
"70s but as a proportion of 
national income—made up of 
accelerating oil revenues— 
manufacturing stayed the 
same or declined. Investments 
in industry, controlled by the 
state banking sector, did al- 
low for the development of a 
new layer of the Iraqi capital- 
ist class—primanrily one in- 
volved in contracting for serv- 
icesin trade andconstruction. 


It was the state itself which 
undertook the largest volume 
of investments, in heavy in- 
dustry and high technology. 
Between 1969 and 1979 there 
was an 80% increase in state 
owned industrial establish- 
ments. But the pattern of these 
investments only underscored 
Iraq’s dependence upon oil and 
imperialism. 


In semi-colonies many 
states inheriting a weak or 
non-existent bourgeoisie have 
to resort to the use of the state 
as a forcing house for the ac- 
cumulation of capital. It is 
evidence of the weakness so 
typical of semi-colonial 
countries. In the 1970s, far 
from breaking free of its de- 










pendence upon oil as a result 
of acquiring great financial 
wealth, we can see that Iraq 
increased its dependence on 
this one commodity with dra- 
matic consequences. 


Over half of the invest- 
mentsin this decade wentinto 
oil exploration or increasing 
productivity in the oil indus- 
try. Other investments went 


into the associated industries 


of chemicals and petro-chemi- 
cals. Most of these depend 
upon exporting their products 
in order to be viable but their 
costs of production are reck- 
oned to be at least 50% to 75% 
higher than those producedin 
the west. Consequently these 
industries, far from making 
an export surplus, are swbsi- 
dised by the oil revenues. 


Nor did Iraq make much 
progress with refining its own 
crude oil which would have 
considerably increased the 
value ofits exports. By 1988 of 
the 2.8 million barrels a day 
of crude oil] that Irag extracts 
from the ground only 400,000 
are refined inside the coun- 
try—a figure barely above 
what is consumed in Iraq it- 
self. 


It is alsoin the nature of oil 
industries that they do not 
lead to arelated development 
in infrastructure, transport, 
communications etc. All one 
needs is developed ports and 
pipeline facilities. But these 
in themselves do not aid the 
rounded development of other 
industries. 


From a 1981 high of $36.90 
a barrel the price of oi] plum- 
meted in 1986 to around $14 
before recovering to around 
$18. Iraq could not compen- 
sate for this halving of the 
price because it had failed to 
develop a broader economic 
base. 


The narrow industrial de- 
velopment that did take place 


was crippled by dependence 
upon imperialist multina- 
tional companies. After 1973 
Iraq imported $2 billion worth 
of capital goods which 
amounted to more than twice 
the value of its entire manu- 
facturing sector. Consultant 
and service fees paid to impe- 
rialist companies are more 
than twice the value of Iraq’s 
non-oil exports and ten times 
more than is spent on local 
research and development. 


Over half of investments 
went on “turnkey projects”, 
thatis, huge heavy industrial 
complexes which depend upon 
foreign companies for the ini- 
tial investigation, design, 
procurement, installationand 
servicing. 


Of course it is true to point 
out that all economies today 
are interdependent upon one 
another—even the United 
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States takes in huge foreign 
investments. But here we are 
talking about a situation in 
which the majority of invest- 
ments in the industrial 
spheres of the economy are 
dependent upon imperialist 
capital. 


The economic consequences 
of the Gulf war with Iran after 
1980 were disastrous. Iraq 
was transformed from a coun- 
try with considerable foreign 
currency reserves and negli- 
gible debt into one with $30 
billion worth of debt, with 
interest draining its wealth, 
and a mere $1 billion of re- 
serves. In order to reconstruct 
its economy since the end of 
the war Iraq has had to re- 
verse its post-1975 policy of 
not allowing non-Iragi capital 
to explore and develop the oil 
fields. On the eve of the inva- 
sion of Kuwait, then, Irag was 
as far as ever from breaking 
its chains of semi-colonial sub- 
servience to imperialism. 


Proto-lmperalist? 


It has no significant capital 
investments abroad that could 
betoken its alleged “proto-im- 
perialist” nature. It has failed 
to diversify its industrial base 
and is possessed of acommod- 
ity which accounts for nine- 
tenths of all its foreign earn- 
ings, ‘three-quarters of its 
GDP, yet whose real value 
today, barrel for barrel, is less 
than it was in 1970/71. It is 
these economic facts and the 


social crisis they have gener- 
ated that lie behind the pres- 
ent military adventurism of 
the Iraqi ruling elite. Thereis 
nothing proto-imperialist 
about Iraq’s economy driving 
it to conquer the small coun- 
tries of the Middle East. The 
traditional role of conquest for 
imperialist powers is to carve 
out protected markets for their 
capital and goods. Iraq’s goal 
in annexing Kuwait is a mil- 
lion miles removed from this. 
It is first and foremost to pre- 


vent Kuwait depressing the | 


price of oil. 


The Irish Marxist (No.1, Bel- 
fast) claims the opposite. Re- 
jecting the IWQ@’s characteri- 
sation of Iraq, it presents an 
analysis based on wrong in- 
ferences from the ratios of 
GNP to GDP, to prove that 
Irag is characterised by a net 
export of capital, that it is 
“proto-imperialist”. Their ill- 
founded analysis ignores the 


. totality of Iraq’s underdevel- 


opment andincrediblyignores 
its central dependence on the 
export of oil. 


Implication 


Theimplication of The Irish 
Marxist’s position is that a 
backward ex-colony has actu- 
ally escaped imperialist domi- 
nation through the energy of 
its own bourgeoisie. Such an 
outcome is entirely at odds 
with Lenin’s prognosis for the 
imperialist epoch. The Irish 
Marxist is not entirely un- 
aware of this historic balance 
of forces when they concede 
that “Irag, a medium devel- 
oped capitalist economy (sic), 
has to become imperialist or 
be swallowed up and eventu- 
ally impoverished by the cur- 
rentimperialist powers.” Like 
a whole number of similar 
countries, it has utterly failed 
to become imperialist, has re- 
mained essentially semi-colo- 
nial in character and is now 
faced with the threat of deeper 
exploitation and impoverish- 
ment by imperialism. 

To launch a thoroughgoing 
and balanced industrialisa- 
tion and development of Iraq 
would require not just a tem- 
porary military victory over 
US-led imperialism, or its 
Israeli agent, or the control of 
neighbouring oil fields such 
as Kuwait. It would require 
the chains of debt, of oil de- 
pendence and of imperialist 
diplomacy to be broken. 


That is why no section of 
the Iraqi bourgeoisie can lead 
Iraq out of semi-colonial sub- 
servience. Fundamentally its 
class interests lie with the 
imperialist system, despiteits 
anti-imperialist rhetoric. Itis 
incapable of achieving the 
stage of “medium capitalist 
development”, sub imperial- 
ism, or proto-imperialism 
which others claim it has 
achieved under the Iraqi bour- 
geoisie. 


The basic tenets of Trotsky’s 
theory of permanent revolu- 
tion apply to Iraq today just 
as they applied to the “classic” 
colonial and semi-colonial 
revolutions of the 1920s and 
30s. 


Only the working class and 
poor peasants, whose inter- 
ests are implacably opposed 
to imperialism, can lead Iraq 
out ofsemi-colonial servitude. 
To do that they will have to 
defeat not only the imperial- 
ists but Saddam himself. The 
anti-imperialist revolution in 
Iraq, asin the restofthe Third 
World, will triumph asa work- 
ers’ revolution or not at all. 
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e acid test of intemation- 
i alism has been, since 
Lenin, the attitude of revo- 
lutionaries to the struggle of 
those oppressed by imperial- 
ism. In the event of war be- 
tween an imperialist nation and 
a colony or semi-colony the 
duty of Marxists in the oppres- 
sor state is to stand firmly on 
the side of the oppressed and 
champion their struggle. 


This means active opposi- 
tion to all war preparations and 


propaganda by one’s own bour- | 


geoisie, and the fight to organ- 
ise in the working class move- 
ment for the defeat of its ar- 
mies. Nota penny, nota person 
for the imperialist war! 


This remained the case, Lenin 
argued, even if the leadership 
of the oppressed nation is in 
the hands of a brutal enemy of 
the proletariat, a bonapartist or 
even a fascist dictator. The main 
enemy was at home in the 
imperialist country. 


Judged by these principles 
the response both of the Mili- 
tant Tendency and the Socialist 
Workers Movement to the Gulf 
crisis, underneath much blus- 


_ terand bluff about anti-imperial- 


SS een ee ee a 


—_—_— 


ee 
—_—_—_— — —_ 


ism, deserves considerable 


scrutiny. 
MILITANT 


In 1982 Militant cravenly re- 
fused to support the semi colo- 
nial Argentina in the Malvinas 
war against British imperialism. 
Worse, it actively aided 
Thatcher's murderous war 
underneath a glossing of its 
support with calls for a ‘social- 
ist task force’ and worker's 
sanctions against Galtieri'’s 
regime. It described calls for 
Troops Out as pacifist illusions. 
This time around its capitula- 
tionis not so abject—yet! Today 
Militant have called for Troops 
Out and opposition to the war 
build-up by western imperialism. 
Three pages of its latest paper 
are devoted to an “analysis” of 
the crisis. 


The historical role of imperial- 
ism in the Gulf and the horrors 
created there are graphically 
outlined. It says 


The question of war has to be. 
approached from a class view- 
point., which class is con- 
ducting the war and whose 
interests are served by it. 
There are just wars waged by 
the oppressed to throw off 
the yoke of imperialism. An 
example of this would be the 
struggle of the Vietnamese 
people against firstly French 
imperialism and then US im- 
perialism. (Militant, October, 
1990, p.6-7) 


AT LUNCHTIME on Nov. 9th 
the TCD Socialist Society 


_ held the first campus dem- 


_ Blockade; callin 


onstration against imperial- 
ist war in the Gulf—and 
against sanctions and the 
also for 


action to stop the re-fuel- 


ling of US troop carriers at 
Shannon Airport. The small 
demonstration on the front 
npr was addressed by 
IWG, the “Dublin Spartacist 
Youth Group” and the An- 
archo-Communist Group. 
SWM declined the invita 
tion to speak. 


The Socialist Society is a 
forum for debate and common 
action in which IWG, DSYG and 
ACG participate, as well as 
Labour and Republicans. IWG 
and ACG openly support the 
building of the Society as a 


democratic forum, where as 


the Spartacists (DSYG) are 
solely interested in using it to 
advertise themselves and 
would prefer that it did not 
exist. In classical sectarian 


—_ 


Centrists Adrift 
in the Gulf 


Absolutely correct. And Iraq? 
Where does it fit into Militant’s 
analysis? Surely if imperialism 
is at the root of the problem in 
the Gulf, we should expect some 
characterisation of the social 
and economic nature of Iraq to 
apply our principles and guide 
ourtactics forthe class struggle. 


Militant’s silence is deafen- 
ing. But its failure to character- 
ise lraq (as we show elsewhere 
in this paper it is a semi-colony 
oppressed by imperialism) is no 
mere oversight. For it provides 
the excuse for Militant to aban- 
don the Leninist principles and 
duty of revolutionaries to state 
openly and clearly their support 
for Iraq and Hussein against 
western imperialism, for the 
defeat of ‘our boys’ in any war. 
Running scared before the pol- 
sonous propaganda of the 
western media, fuelled by 
Hussein’s invasion of Kuwait 
Militant stands for what is 
laughably described as “an 
independent position” to be 
fought for by the workers move- 
ment. This involves not only 
opposition to imperialism but 
reassuringly: 

Opposition to imperialism 

does not mean giving full and 

unequivocal support to 

Sadaam and the brutal Iragi 

regime. The labourmovement 

must maintain an indepena- 
ent stance of criticism of the 
lraqi regime and full support 
for the working class and 
oppressed masses against 

Hussein while not Biving any 

support to imperialism. (Mill- 

tant, October 1990, p. 7) 


This is a wretched fudge. By 
invoking Support for the op- 
pressed masses of Iraq against 
imperialism it deceitfully avoids 
saying where it stands in the 
conflict between Iraq and its 
regime against western imperi- 
alism. Inthe event of all out war 
andacrescendo of hate against 
lraq, Militant’s much vaunted 
independent position would 
provide them with a further cop- 
out and a ‘plague on both your 
houses’ position. Militant has 
failed the litmus test of interna- 
tionalism even before a shot 
has been fired. 


Reporting the debate in the 
House of Commons and the 
Labour Party's capitulation to 


—— EE 


Thatcher's war drive, Militant 
tells us “Only Tony Benn and 
Eric Heffer ... broke with the bi- 
partisan policy”. Significantly it 


‘fails to mention that these noto- 


rious left reformists pledged 
total support not only forthe UN 
sanctions but of war itself as 
long as it remained under the 
control of the UN. 


Militant’s position behind the 
hollow abstract rhetoric about 
the oppressed masses in the 
Gulf rising up simultaneously 
against western imperialism and 
Hussein is exactly the same. 
Nowhere in their paper is there 
a call for an end to sanctions. 
The Marxism of Militant cannot 
go beyond the dyed-in-the-wool 
parliamentary cretinism of Benn 


and Heffer. - 
SWM 


The Gulf crisis has had one 
salutary effect upon the Social- 
ist Workers Movement. It has 
discovered that imperialism is 
alive and well, upto its oldtricks 
of world domination by the big 
powers over the lesser nations 
of the globe. Following their 
mentors in the British SWP, the 
SWM had junked Lenin's theory 
of imperialism based on the 
export of finance capital. Impe- 
rialism was for Lenin the high- 
est stage of capitalism. Not so 
for the the SWP who in the 
1960s declared that imperial- 
ism needed to be replaced, as 
the highest stage but one, by 
the “Permanent Arms Economy” 
of militarycompetition. Thiswas 
now the fundamental motor 
maintaining expansion and 
Stability in the major capitalist 
economies. 

Lenin's imperialism must be 

rejected on at least four 

counts: finance capital is not 
nearly as important within the 
system as it was; the export 
of capital is no longer of great 
importance to the system; 
political control ... is rapidly 
becoming dated and finally, 
resulting from these, we dont 
have imperialism but we still 
have capitalism. (!nterna- 
tional Socialism, No. 20, 
1965) 


Lest anyone think that things 
have changedinthe SWP? since 
1965, its recent International 
Socialism re-iterates the posi- 
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Campus Demo Against 
Gulf War Blighted by 


Sectarians 


fashion they tried to claim the 
Socialist Society demo as their 
own initiative. Infact the meet- 
ing to organise it was called for 
only by IWG and ACG. 


The DSYG opposed any idea 
of issuing a leaflet which would 
have explained to students why 
they should support the demo, 
fearful as they are of ‘contam# 
nation’ by co-signing of even 
the most minimal statement. 


They tried to argue that the 
support of the Student Assen 
bly should not be sought for the 
demo as the price of getting 
such real support might result 
in the Student Union refusing 
to go the whole way with the 
proposed demands. Better to 


proclaim the full platform to an 
empty square than to win an 
audience to partially oppose 
imperialism as a step in the 
fight to win them to our whole 
platform! 


After the demo the DSYG 
opposed the building of a 
campus campaign against the 
war. That could only mean for 
themcreating an “unprincipled 
propaganda bloc”. No wonder 
that, internationally, the Spart- 
acists are a by-word for the 
most sectarian method of all 
the ‘Trotskyist’ currents. 

Their interest in “united 
fronts” is limited to advertising 
themselves. “Let’s be frank”, 
their organiser told the Social- 


tion (IS 48, p.7 7) SWP/SWM re- 
interpret the world, not as one 
of oppressor and oppressed 
countries, but as mutally inter- 
dependent countries, a banal 
observation designed ot obscure 
the real point of Lenin’s theory. 


Not surprising, then, that in 
the SWM's What We Stand For 
there is no mention anywhere of 
imperialism or of imperialist 
domination as the key charac- 
teristic of the modern western 
capitalist system. Instead the 
global capitalist economy is now 
more than ever an “integrated” 
whole of relatively differentiated, 
independent states, givé ortake 
the odd “client regime” here or 
there. Ireland is a “junior part- 
ner” in this world system. 


Now all has changed. Faced 
with the naked US-led encircle- 
ment of lraq and the mass 
opposition to it throughout the 
Gulfthe opportunists ofthe SWM 
are desperately groping for their 
discarded Leninist principles to 
explain what is happening. In‘an 
article ‘Socialism and War’ 
explaining why socialists take 
the side of the oppressed we 
are told 


This is because the capitalist 
world economy is not at all 
made up ofa series of roughly 
equal competitors. On the 
contrary it is hierarchically 
structured with a minority of 


great imperialist powers at [ 


the top—the US, the USSR, 
Japan, Germany, Britain— 
which systematically exploit 
and oppress the rest. (Sociaf- 
ist Worker no. 7/0, p. 7) 


With the exception of the 
USSR this was how Lenin char- 
acterised the balance of forces 
within the world imperialist 
economy. But it raises immedi- 
ate questions for the SWM’'s 
characterisation of lrag and the 
rest of the globe dominated by 
the imperialists. 


Clearly the SWM leadership 
still cannot make up their minds, 
for in SW no. 71 we are told 
“Iraq is a country that is domi- 
nated by imperialism even if it 


has growncomparatively wealthy | 


through oil”. (p.5) while in SW 
no. 72 lraqis “an independent 
state” with a repressive nation- 
alist regime and formidable 
military power. In the 80s the 


ist Society, “the reason we’re 
engaged in this united front 
demo is to recruit to our own 
group”. This stance was vehe- 
mently rejected by IWG and 
ACG as well as non-party stu- 
dents—the purpose of the 
demo was to defend Iraq 
against imperialism! The Spart- 
acists' ‘frankness’ did not, of 
course, extend to telling the 
demonstration that they had 
only been called out to be re- 
cruited! 


With such an attitude it is 
clear why these sectarians do 
everything they can to mini- 
mise united front action. IWG's 
record, by contrast, over many 
years of active involvement in 
campaigns such as TUUAP, 
against repression, in solidar- 
ity with strikes etc., has been 
to fight to maximise unity for 
progressive demands, without 
ever sacrificing the freedom to 
argue for a perspective linking 
the partial struggles of today 
to the class struggle against 
capitalism. 
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west watched as it tried to take 
out its regional rival lran and es- 
tablish local supremacy. (p. 7) 


lf Iraq is indeed “an inde- 
pendent state” and even on 
SWM's reckoning, a minor im- 
perialist power given its regional 
adventures, then the principled 
duty of revolutionary socialists 
would be to give no support to 
either force and for defeat of 
both sides by the masses in 
lraq and the west. 


If it is a nation oppressed by. 


imperialism, then we need 
toknow the charactre and 
causes of its dependence. 
These—as we have shown— 
point ot the continuing role of 
multinational finance capital 
which subordinates national 
developmetn to imperialist 
needs despite the formal politi- 
cal independence of Iraq. 


And if this is true for lraq what 


of other regimes across the 
globe? Where does this leave 


the SWP’s revision of Lenin. 
Abandoning Lenin’s theory of 
imperialism has leftthe SWM in 
a total muddle where opportun- 
ism remains the only guide to 
action. 


We can see this even more 
clearly at the level oftheir politi- 
cal practice in relationship to 
the threat of war. It should be 
obvious to any socialist that the 
economic sanctions imposed by 
the United Nations are aimed to 
weaken and destroy Iraqi resis- 
tance, the fig leaf behind which 
US imperialism prepares for 
military conflict. 


An elementary task, there- 
fore, in building support com- 
mitteesinlreland and elsewhere 
is to raise the demand not only 


for Troops Out but an end to 
sanctions as the basis for joint 
action. A Troops Out platform 
which ignored the sanctionn 
issue runs the risk of being 


used by the likes of Michael D. | 


Higgins to actually support the 
role of the United Nations. Such 
a campaign would end by sup- 
porting sanctions as “an alter- 
native to war”. 


As such it would be an abject 
betrayal of internationalism, a 
recognition: that the thieves 


kitchen of imperialism has a |- 
right to starve the Iraqi people’ |- 


into submission. But the SWM 
has spinelessly defended and 
argued for such a line and op- 
posed af every point any at- 
tempt to include the demand for 
an end to sanctions in united 
front work 


Certainly when a progressive 
movement of anti war Troops 


Out sentiment already exists or | 
is emerging it will be the height. 


of sectarianism to refuse ‘to 
support such an initiative as 
long as it does not as a move- 
ment support sanctions. 


But hell bent on cashing in on 
anti war sentiment in Ireland, 
the SWMat every initiative under- 
taken by themselves and other 
revolutionaries, have boycotted 


what in fact is their own explicit | 


position, carried in SW no. 70, 
namely opposition to sanctions 
and the blocade. 


For these shameless tailists | 


of every struggle, the chance to 
recruit another confused mem- 
ber is far higher and more im- 
portant than revolutionary inter- 
nationalism—the only basis for 
aiding both the struggle in Iraq 
and the Irish working class. 


The Gulf Crisis: 
Sectarianism and 
Opportunism 


THE SWM’s ‘Campaign 
Against War in the Gulf’ is 
_an object lesson in both 
sectarian method and op- 
portunist politics. Having 
widely collected petitions 
against the threatened war, 
SWM convened a private 


| meeting to which Labour, 


the Green and Republicans 
were invited. 


A demonstration was then 
posted by the SWM inthe name 
of this campaign which in fact 
involves only SWM anda token 
Green Party presence. The contr 
mittee was deliberately not 
advertised to prevent anyone 
from the left (specifically the 
IWG) fromarguing that it should 
openly oppose sanctions and 
the Blockade. 


At their own public meeting 


| SWM argued that a spontane- 
| ous anti-war movement was 


certain to arise, which would 
be full of illusions in the role of 
the UN. Their own initiative is 
evidently an attempt to make 
themselves the leaders of such 
a movement in advance. The 


reality is that no such move- 
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ment has even begun in lreland 
and almost all activists on the 
issue actually profess to op- 
pose the blockade and sanc- 
tions. 

Instead of seizing the chance 
to build an anti-imperialist 
campaign which would be a 
strong force for principled ac- 
tion in the event of a semi- 
pacifist campaign arising, the 
SWM tries to invent the semi- 
pacifist campaign and actually 
succeed only in blocking the 
fight for an anti-imperialist 
plaform. Thus, the /rish News 
reported on 13th Oct. that 
“Members of the Green Party, 


Socialist Workers Movement, 
Militant and peace groups 





asked Belfast shoppers to sign | 
a petition calling on the gov- | 


ernments involved to solve the 
crisis by peaceful means, which 
they handed in at the US Con 
sulate”! 


A spokesperson told the /rish 
News that “sanctions must be 
given time to work”! This is 
what the SWM is promoting! 

Their campaign held a picket 
at the US embassy on which 
two dozen SWM members 


comprised more than half the | 


total attendance. A week be- 
forehand, IWG asked SWM ata 
public meeting to open up their 
campaign committee in a 


democratic fashion and to al- | 


low IWG to help poster for the 
Embassy picket. They re- 
fused—and did not advertise it 
widely. Kevin Wingfield dis- 
missed inquiries as to the 
campaign's platform as irrele- 
vant and “jesuitical”. 


When a student assembly in | 


TCD was asked in a motion 
from the Socialist Society to 
join a campus demonstration 
for troops out, and against the 
sanctions and blockade, it was 


SWM who went to the rostrum | 


and told the student body that 
the masses were not ready (i.e. 


the students themselves) to | 
oppose the blockade and sanc- | 


tions and therefore they should 
delete the reference to these 


issues in the platform of the | 


demo. 


Thus their opportunism went 
beyond any silent boycott of 
their own claimed positions to 
openly opposing their own 
programme in front of a section 
of the student masses! 
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One Year After the Berlin Wall... 


Who Will Lead the GDR 
Working Class? 


1989 after two months of revolutionary 


T HE BERLIN WALL came down on Nov. 9th 


upheaval against the Stalinist regime. But 
what could have been the opening of a political 
revolution within this post-capitalist state was 
aborted by the complete destruction of that state 
at the hands of the the most powerful bourgeoisie 


in Europe. 

The party of the ruling 
Stalinist bureaucracy, the 
SED, was also rapidly 
destroyed and reduced intoa 
conflict-ridden ‘Party of 
Democratic Socialism’, the 
PDS. A majority of the 
bureaucrats, managers and 
Stalinist functionaries 
abandoned the SED, many 
joining the _ right-wing 
Christian Democrats in a 
cynical attempt toretain their 
privileges and influence. The 
leaders of the renamed PDS, 
Gysi and Modrow, aimed to 
transform it into a ‘social 
democratic’ party based upon 
the lie that ‘socialism’ had 
failed. Henceforth workers 
could only hope for piecemeal 
reforms within a market- 
regulated economy. 


Yet despite the massive 
exodus from the party, the 
PDS still claims in the region 
of 350,000 members. Many of 
these are pensioners clinging 
to ideals that they thought 
the SED stood for, and nervous 
about their social security in 
the new Germany. Many 
worker members of the party 
resigned as soon as the SED 
lost its stranglehold over 
society. Thousands had only 
ever been captive members, 
obliged to join in order to 
secure training, promotion, 
and to avoid victimisation. 


But the remaining mass 
base of the party includes 
significant sections of workers. 
A recent conference called by 
the PDS economic commission 
attracted over 400, mainly 
workplace, delegates, and 
PDS branches exist on 
working class’ estates 
throughout the former GDR. 


Although their vote declined 
steeply, from an average of 
around 16% in the March 1990 
elections to around 11%in the 
October Lander (regional) 
elections, it still receives 
significant support. It is seen 
by many workers as the only 
mass party in the eastern part 
of Germany which is capable 
of obstructing or at least 
softening the blows that are 
raining down on the working 
class to make them pay the 
social and economic costs of 
reunification. 


Control 


These aspirations among 
many of the PDS rank and file 
and electorate mean that the 
PDS leadership faces serious 
problems in trying to 
transform itself into a social 
democratic party. To be 
accepted assuch,it would have 
to prove its readiness tocontrol 
and behead working class 
struggles for the direct 
interests of German 
capitalism. 


In practice the German 
bourgeoisie finds that many 
PDS membersretain positions 
in the police and civil service 
in the territory of the old GDR. 
The control of such positions 
by a party, many of whose 
members _ still regard 
themselves as some sort of 
‘communists’, gives the bosses’ 
state cause for anxiety anda 
desire even to smash it. 


Two weeks after the formal 
re-unification of Germany, the 
Berlin police stormed the PDS 
headquarters in the former 
Kar] Liebknecht house. On the 
pretext of investigating 
alleged irregularities in party 
funds, the police rampaged 
through the building, opening 
party files. 


Showing scant regard for the 
much vaunted federal consti- 
tution they ignored 
“parliamentary privilege” by 
invading the offices of PDS 
leader Gysi, ex-leader Modrow 
and other MPs. A week later 
the police were back to arrest 


two officials on charges of 


mishandling of Party funds. 


Now the party faces a 
further, potentially more 
serious, attack. The 
Bundesverfassung-sschutz, 
the organisation charged with 
the task of “protecting the 
constitution”, says it may 
investigate whether or not the 
PDS is an organisation hostile 
to the constitution. If so the 
PDS will be illegal under 


federal German law. 


The Christian Democrat 
mayor of Arnstadt banned a 
PDS meeting, claiming he 
feared a breach of “public 
order” while the fascist NPD 
were allowed torallyin Erfurt, 
protected by hundreds of 
police armed with truncheons 
and not shields! 





Abandoned by many of the 
bureaucrats who ruled the GDR, the 
former ruling party of the Staltnists is 
now fighting for survival in a united 
Germany. More important is the fight 
within it by sections of workers looking 
for an alternative to both Stalinism 
and the savage capitalist offensive at 
the heart of the new Anschluss. 


PDS and SPD Twins? 


When the West German 
Social Democrats (SPD) fell 
short of an overall majority in 
Brandenburg in the local 
elections, they made it clear 
that they would form a 
coalition with any other party, 
including the Christian 
Democrats of the CDU, but 
under no circumstances with 


the PDS. 


Faced with such hostility, 
and in order to maintain 
sufficient political identity to 
function even as a purely 
parliamentary party, the PDS 
has been obliged to adopt a 
position formally to the left of 
the SPD. 


However, for the rightist 
leading faction of the PDS, 
the party’s formal 
commitment to socialism 
rarely goes beyond Sunday 
speechifying. Thus Gysi’s 
response tothe policeraid was 
entirely legalistic, 
complaining only that 
parliamentary immunity was 
violated. 


His comment that the raid 
could promote an increasingly 
polarised political situation 
was not intended to threaten 
the authorities witha militant 
response involving the 
mobilisation of the party 
members, but to appeal to the 
government and the Berlin 
legal authorities not to take 
ageressive steps that might 
undermine social peace. 


It should not be forgotten 


East German workers protest against unification earlier this year. 


that the SED/PDS regime of 
Modrow and Gysi played an 
important role in dampening 
the charged political situation 
in the GDR between 
November last year and the 
March elections. Gysi himself 
spoke out in December, 
describing strikes as 
“irresponsible”. As PDS 
representative Andre Brie 
pointed out in the party paper 
Neues Deutschland in August 
of this year—“The historical 
service of the Modrow regime 
was that under extreme 
conditions it achieved the 
political and economic 


stabilisation of the GDR.” 


The PDS has therefore 
already shown itself capable 
of rendering a huge service to 
capitalism. The opportunism 
of the PDS leadership was 
further displayed in the 
infamous affair of the “Left 
List”. 
federal constitution stipulates 
that a party must gain 5% or 
more of the votes cast in order 
to obtain seats in parliament. 


An All-German PDS? 


As the PDS was only an 
Eastern party, the leadership 
stitched up a deal with a 
motley band of assorted 
leftists in the West German 
“Communist Party” for a “Left 
List” to overcome the 5% vote 
threshold to get into the all- 
German parliament. The Left 
List was abandoned when the 
constitutional court ruled that 
for the December 1990 


The undemocratic 


national elections the 5% 
hurdle will apply separately 
to the former territory of the 
GDR. The PDS then declared 
their intention of creating an 
all-German political party. 
Some of the westerners 
reacted with consternation, 
others have joined the party 
but have received a frosty 
response from rank and file 
PDS members who resent the 
replacement of their own 
chosen candidates with 
trendies and marketeers from 
“over there”. 


It is certainly the case that 
the westerners are prone tobe 
more blatant in their support 
for the market, influenced as 
they are by Eurocommunist 
and Green ideologies. Thus at 
arecent conference ofthe PDS 
it was western delegates who 
spoke most vehemently in 
defence of PDS right winger 
Klaus Steinitz when his pro- 
market policies came under 
attack from a supporter of the 
Trotskyist newspaper 
Arbeitermacht. 


But the PDS is far from 
consolidated around social 
democratic politics. The party 
has been forced to grant broad 
democratic rights to its 
membership after decades of 
Stalinist bureaucratic 
centralism. Different interest 
groups, working groups, 
committees, commissions, 
tendenciesand platformsexist 
within the party in a climate 
of constant, and often chaotic, 
debate. Prominent amongst 
them is the Communist 
Platform (KPF). 


The KPF was formed in 
December and, as its name 
suggests, aims to reassert the 
supposed origins of the party 
in the German communist 
movement. It originally 
claimed support from 20,000 
people within the party, 
though unofficial estimates 
put this far lower. Itsmembers 
are among the most active 
within the PDS, and they have 
within their ranks members 
of local and _ regional 
leadership bodies of the party. 


The KPF aims to prevent 
the social democratisation of 
the party, and statesinits key 
document that it rejects 
Stalinism, and is willing to 
consider in a critical light the 
contribution to communist 
theory of oppositionists such 
as Bukharin and Trotsky. 


The KPF is keen to preserve 
internal democracy in the 
party, and its principled 
defence of a group called the 
“Radical Left”, which the 
leadership sought tosuppress, 
was influential in forcing the 
leadership to back down. 
However, the KPF has not yet 
developed a_ coherent 
programmatic alternative to 
the PDS leadership, and has 
even gone so far as to deny 
that it intends to fight for the 
“communistisation” (sic) of the 
party. 


_ programme 





Debate 
Supporters of the LRCI and 
of the, German paper 


Arbeitermacht (Ost) have 
intervened strenuously in this 
milieu, with a Trotskyist 
Platform anda programme of 
action against the bosses’ 
attacks as a way of 
crystallising the aspirations 
of the PDS rank and file 
against the bourgeois politics 
of its leadership. 


Within the KPF, asamongst 
party members generally, our 
Trotskyist Platform has met 
with considerable interest and 
our proposals have already 
received support from 
members within the party. As 
the Trotskyists point out, it 
would be tragic if, in 
abandoning Stalinism, the 
PDS leadership is allowed to 
consolidate the party around 
the equally reactionary 
of social 
democracy. 


The all-German elections on 
December 2nd will be one 
opportunity in which to fight 
for the allegiance of the most 
combative workers in the 
former GDR. The heart of our 
propaganda will be to fight to 
force the PDS to turn out to 
struggle for the action 
programme which our 
comradesin Berlinare putting 
forward, including direct 
action 


* on jobs, wages and closures 

* against privatisation and 
‘compensation’ to former 
capitalist owners; 

* todefend.kindergartens and 
state provisionsin education, 
health and housing; to 
defend abortion rights and 
against sexual oppression; 

¢ to defend small farmers; for 
fighting organisations based 
on workers democracy; unity 
of all workersin Germany in 
struggle; 

¢ against racism, anti- 
semitism and fascism; 

¢ for a workers’ and farmers’ 
government based on the 
fighting organisations of the 
proletariat. 

The LRCI will stand with 
worker militants who look to 
the PDS andSPDin Germany, 
by voting with these parties 
against the capitalist parties, 
to win militants to take up our 
action programme and expose 
and ‘defeat the reformists in 
living struggle. That means 
voting for the PDS nationally 
and, locally, for PDS 
candidates or SPD where 
there is no PDS 
representative. 


It remains to be seen 
whether militants who look to 
this party can now generate a 
powerful revolutionary 
opposition capable of 
launching a consistent fight 
for the genuinely communist 
leadership that the German 
working class needs.@ 
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Bob Purdic. 
Blackstaff Press 
£9.95 


THE YEAR 1968 saw the 
emergence of the civil 
rights campaign into a 
mass protest movement as 
the mobilised anti-union- 
ists of the North took their 
fight against social and 
national oppression onto 
the streets. 


Bob Purdie’s book ‘Politics 
in the Streets’ traces graphi- 
cally the origins of all the 
groups and organisations that 
eventually came under the 
umbrella of NICRA to lead an 
unprecedented revolt of na- 
tionalists against the prison 
house of the Northern Ireland 
statelet. He also analyses 
what he believes to be the key 
weakness in that struggle 
which disabled it in the face of 
resurgent widespread sectar- 
ian conflict. 


The first three chapters give 
an outline of the discrimina- 
tion and repression of the 
minority and an anatomy of 
the political and civil right 
groups that formed NICRA. 


In particular, he shows in 
detail the role of the Commu- 
nist Party in seeking to en- 
sure the most limited and 
cautious demands for  elec- 
toral reform within the North- 
ern state, andits opposition to 
any concern with social class 
issues. The last three chap- 
ters chart the events from the 
first civil rights march in 
August 1968 to the February 
elections in 1969. 


Perilous 


Purdie’s stance isclear from 
the outset. He praises NICRA 
for its limited reform pro- 
gramme although he con- 
cludesin his final chapter that 
it failed even in this as events 
were inevitably doomed toend 
in sectarian conflict. Purdie 
argues that the sectarian 
nature of the Northern state 
made progress always peril- 
ous in that any movement for 
reform ran the danger of being 
seen as a step toa united Ire- 


land. 


NICRA’s agenda was the 
delicate one of advancing bit 
by bit an electoral reform 
without waking the sleeping 
tigers of Irish nationalism or 
Orangeism, a task in which it 
failed. Dealing with the oppo- 
sition parties he pours scorn 


POUVOIR OUVRIER, RTT 


Book Review: 


“Politics in = 
the Streets” cr.ci. 


on the old nationalist party, 
both forits abstentionism and 
its tacit collaboration with 
unionists. 


While focusing in detail on 
all the other movements in- 
volved in the struggle his 
special regard is reserved for 
those elements which eventu- 
ally evolved into the SDLP. 
“it took the combination of 
the civil rights upheaval and 
the emergence ofa skillful and 
determined politician to build 
a new nationalist party, the 
SDLP.” 


Purdie stands in full sup- 
port of John Hume and com- 
pany right from the start. As 
events unfold and the tempo 
of the struggle quickens into 
growing mass revolt the role 
of Humein the Derry Citizens 
Action Council is praised for 
restraining and dampening 
down the spirit among the 
catholics: 


Good organisation, popular 
support and tacit collabora- 
tion from the police had en- 
abled the DCAC to protest 
peacefully and responsibly. 

He eulogises Hume’s dili- 
gence within the DCAC in 
conducting “fire brigade op- 
erations” to prevent flare-ups. 
Strikers who left factories in 
solidarity with harassed and 
batoned marchegs were 
“skillfully persuaded” by 
Hume and union bureaucrats 
around him to return to work. 


The book also traces the de- 
velopment of the Peoples 
Democracy and the Left gen- 
erally in great detail. He pro- 
vides valuable information for 
anyone seriously interestedin 
the history and politics of the 
socialist movement atthe time 
which though small was to 
play such an important part 
in the development of the 
whole struggle up to 1969. 


His view is that the Left 
were at best a radical and en- 
thusiastic ginger group, at 
worst adventurist ultra left- 
ists, whose stunts merely con- 
tributed to the inevitable sec- 
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Marching Against the War Drive 


October 20th witnessed a number of demonstrations around the 
world protesting against the US and European military build up in 
the Gulf. In Paris 5,000 marched where there were sizeable 
contingents from the PCF, the LCR, PCI and Lutte Ouvriere. Pouvoir 
Ouvrier, the French section of the LRCI, was also present. The 
comrades distributed a leaflet and sold their new journal. Pouvoir 
Ouvrier No 18 contains articles on the Gulf, the French National 
Front, and Africa among others. Copies are available from IWG for 


£1 plus postage.. 


In San Francisco 1,000 took to the streets as part of a 
nationwide day of demonstrations. In the weeks running up to the 
protest comrades of the Revolutionary Trotskyist Tendency (RTT), 
the fraternal group of the LRCI in the USA, had worked alongside 
the Freedom Socialist Party, the Revolutionary Workers League 
and the Workers Socialist League to build a working class anti-im- 
perialist contingent on the San Francisco march. The RTT also put 
out their own leaflet which stated: 


“A victory for the imperialist armies may cheapen the price of the 


gas in your car. But it will put your boss and the bosses’ politicians 


in an even better position to attack you, your wages, your social 
services, your democratic rights. ... We must organise now to stop 


the war by stopping the USA’s war machine. Workers have the 


powerto stop supplies to the Gulftask force. We have the numbers 


which, if mobilised on the streets, can break the blockade and 


establish a working class alternative to the Democrats and 


Republicans.” 


rn 


tarian divisions by unneces- 
sary provocation of the state 
forces and loyalists. On the 
other hand, correctly, he points 
out that the Left lacked any 
independent perspectives 
from the civil rights move- 
ment, hiding their weaknesses 
underneath a bushel of empty 
rhetoric. 


PD in particular was little 
more than the radical foot 
soldiers of NICRA, as later 
they were to become recruit- 
ing sergeants for the Republi- 
cans. 

Purdie, of course, judges the 
Left from the position of a 
man deeply committed to the 
most reformist positions on 





the Northern question, though 
in the early 7 , 


Os he wasa leading member 
of the International Marxists 
Group in Britain, a tendency 
much given to wearing black 
berets to symbolise their sup- 
port for the Provos. 


It is hardly surprising, 
then, that he shows little sym- 
pathy or even less understand- 
ing of what were the real tasks 
facing those socialists who 
wanted to provide a genuine 
revolutionary perspective for 
the anti-unionist working 
masses. 


Such a class perspective 
while starting from the 
struggle for electoral reform 
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vy, 


would have sought to extend 
the mass action of the anti- 
unionists and the mass demo- 
cratically organised self-de- 
fence of their communitiesinto 
a struggle drawing in the 
Southern working class for the 
destruction of the Northern 


By fighting to bring the 
working class to the head of 
such a struggle, the simulta- 
neous destruction of the 
Southern capitalist state 
would have been on the 
agenda. 


Within such a programme 
of action, in order to win Prot- 
estant workers over to the 
struggle, the demands on so- 
cial and economic issues—a 
mass programme of public 
works—would have been cen- 
tral. 


Thus the strategy of perma- 
nent revolution alone offered 
a way out of the reformist cul- 
de-sacs offered either by 
NICRA or later the Provi- 


sional Repuvlicain movement. 


Notwithstanding Purdie’s 
inability to address such 
questions,his book is most 
welcome as a serious account 
of a crucial period in Irish 
political life. 

The accounts of the sectar- 
ian nature of the Northern 
Ireland state in the 1960s is 
excellent, and the factual 
material on the partisan 
groups has nowhere been 
bettered. 


The evaluation and study of | . 
| system, by the working class, 


the Left, its crystallisation and 
ultimate collapse is recorded 
in considerable detail. At£9.95 
a bit expensive, but nonethe- 
less invaluable.# 
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; LRCI 


League for a 
Revolutionary 


Communist 
International 


Arbeitermacht (Ost) 
New Sympathising 
Section for LRCI 


AS DEATH itself gives rise to new forms of life, so the dying days 
of East Germany brought forth the founding members of Arbeiter- 
macht (Ost) in East Berlin at the end of September. 


The group formed, as a result of LRCI work inside the GDR 
intersecting with the struggles of comrades breaking from the 
influences of Stalinism amd degenerate centrist "Trotskyism”, 
has established itself as a sympathising section of the LRCI. 


In the coming months it will work together with the existing 
German section of the LRCI in the west towards a re-founded all- 
German section of our international tendency.@ 
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PROGRAMME 


Defending the 
Environment 


IN RECENT years there has 
been a major leap in aware- 
ness of the growing threat to 
the global environment. Capi 
talist production has damaged 
the environment on a qualita- 
tively new scale. 


Damage to the ozone layer, 
the greenhouse effect, acid rain, 
pollution of our rivers and seas, 
chemical poisoning of food 
production have concentrated 
our minds on the scale of the 
problem. Imperialist capitalism 
and Stalinist bureaucratic plan- 
ning have created a multiple 
threat to humanity through ra- 
dioactive pollution, reckless 
destruction of the ecosystem, 
dangerous production proc- 
esses and starvation for mil- 
lions in a world where super- 
abundance is a real possibility. 


The working class and the 
peasantry have suffered most 
from this destructive capacity. 
However the present threat was 
recognised on a large scale first 
by sections of the petit bour- 
geoisie, the Greens and the In- 
telligentsia. Despite their politi- 
cal limitations they were the 
first to pose the problem of 
environmental destruction in its 
systematic form. Their mainly 
utopian, even explicitly reaction- 
ary theories don't alter the pro- 
gressive role they played in 
making the environment a po- 
litical issue. Their solutions to 
environmental problems, how- 


_ ever, do not challenge the rule 


of private property; they in fact 
oppose the further industnal and 
technological development of 
society. Their tactics are mere 
diversions from the necessary 
tasks of mobilising the social 
and economic power of the 
working class.We must strive to 
win overthe most advanced ele- 
ments of the Green movement 
to a working class orientation. 


The safety of the environment 
cannot be guaranteed without 
the overthrow of capitalism as a 


and its replacement by a world 
democratically 
planned for human need rather 
than profit. 


But socialists need answers 
which address immediately the 
concrete problems In a way 
which links workers’ struggles 
to that strategic perspective. 


Workers’ Inquiry 


It is vital therefore that the 
fight to impose working class 
solutions to the environmental 
questions is taken into the trade 
unions. Environmental issues 
will then, of course, become 
part of the general struggle to 
wrench leadership of the un- 
ions away from the reformists 
bureaucrats. 


The last thing they want is to 
have to lead a struggle for 


| adequate anti-pollution policies 


ad 


and adequate health and safety 
measures at the expense of the 
bosses. They will even collude 
in hiding real dangers under 
cover of protecting jobs while 
really only protecting their own 
role as industrial peacemakers. 
To ensure that workers have 
access to independent expert 
advice, we demand the forma- 





tion of advisory committees on | 


environmental and safety mat- 
ters within the union. We fight 
forfactory committees and trade 
unions to impose a veto and 
oversee the introduction of safer 
working conditions at the ex- 
pense of profit. Where the dan- 
ger extends beyond the plant 
we call for direct action involv- 
ing the workers at the plant and 
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the local community to force the | 
government to impose the use | 


of safer methods. 


Wherever the bosses or their 
state deny danger or cite eco- 
nomic viability in defence of 
dangerous plant we call for the 


opening up of all relevant ac- | 
counts and records to workers 


inspection. 


Nuclear power industries | 


raise special technical issues 
but must be addressed with the 
Same method of fighting for 


workers’ direct action around 
concrete demands. Against the | 


Green claim that all such indus- 
tries are irremediably unsafe, 


we counterpose the demand for | 


inspection by the workers or 
theirchosen representatives on 
particular dangers in and the 
general safety of nuclear plants. 
We do not prejudge the decision 
of such an enquiry by joining in 
the general Green call for the 
immediate closure of all nuclear 
power stations. Where a work- 
ers enquiry recommends 
closure,or in the face of acute 
danger we fight forthe working 
class to enforce closure. 


We fight for workers control 
over production. This will in- 
volve revealing the full nature of 
research development propos- 
als and formulating health and 
safety demands in relation to 
them. 


Public Works 


The environmental question 
for the working class is not only 
a preventative struggle. Much 
damage has already been done 
and must be repaired. 


We demand that within pro- 


grammes of public works, resto- | 


ration of the environment be 
given high priority. Adequate 
sanitation and reliable drinking 


water is an urgent need for the | 


millions throughout the world. 


Many dangers cannot be 
counteracted at the level of plant 
modification or closure. Atmos- 
pheric and marine pollution, the 
destruction of entire ecosys- 
tems by de-forrestation or by 
monoculture, are international 
phenonema. 


At the international level, we 
are for establishing legal safe- 
guards forthe environment, but 
we fight for them through the 
methods of class struggle be- 
cause we have no Confidence in 
the imperialist international 
agencies to police such stan- 
dards even when established. 


None of these demands can 
be made permanent without the 
seizure of political and economic 
control by the working class and 
the establishment of democrati- 
cally managed international 
planning.# 
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essie Ellis is determined 
[):: die rather than face 

extradition to Britain. 
Who will blame him? As a 
known Republican his 
chances of a ‘fair’ trial have 
long gone. What with the lie 
machine of the British media, 
jurors vetted by the Special 
Branch and charged under the 
notorious conspiracy laws, 
his fate is already sealed if he 
is handed over to the bewig- 
ged ghouls who administer 
‘justice’ in Thatcher’s Britain. 


In fact his fate was almost 
certainly sealed when he was 
brought before the Irish judici- 
ary. For whatever the occa- 
sional Supreme Court hiccup 
of liberal doubt or legal 
quibble—even it could hardly 
ignore what happened to the 
Birmingham Six and the Guild- 
ford Four—the Irish judicial 
system,too, is an obscene in- 
strument of its political mas- 
ters in the Dail. Just as in 
Whitehall, those who serve it 
are ruthlessly determined to 
crush the resistance of the Re- 
publican movement as the last 
symbol! of the mass revolt of 
anti-unionists against the 
prison house of the Orange 
state. 


The charges that face 
Dessie Ellis are all about of 
fences directly related to the 
conflict in the North. Whatever 
— strong criticism anyone may 
have about the methods of Re- 
publicans, it is crystal clear to 
anyone with a grain of sense— 
even a judge—that such of- 
fences were and are political. 
But the courts. predictably 
ruled otherwise. Dessie Ellis 
will be the first citizen of the 26 
county state to be handed over 
the to the ‘tender mercies’ of 
Thatcher and her grisly crew 
under the new law ...if he lives! 


To keep him alive and out of 
hergnp the most massive cam- 
paign of pressure against 
Haughey and the coalition gov- 
ernment must be unleashed 
across the island demanding 
No! to Ellis’ extradition. The 
| marches, rallies, petitions 
must be urgently stepped up. 
But it will not be enough. Re- 
member the H Blocks cam- 
paign. We need action that can 
hit Haughey and the system he 
defends where it hurts. Sadly 
the Anti Extradition Campaign 
(AEC) has from its very founda- 
tion ensured that this has not 
happened. 


its leadership believed that 
‘putting pressure’ on_ the 





‘grassroots’ of Fianna Fail— 
described as ‘instinctively Re- 
publican’—could force the Fi- 
anna Fail leadership and gov- 
ernmentto back down. 


Wasted Energy 


They opposed those like the 
lrish Workers Group who ar- 
gued that this simply peddled il- 
lusions in Fianna Fail, strength- 
ened the grip of Haughey and 
his cronies, and wasted valu- 
able energy. Energy that ought 
to have been directed to organ- 
ise the victims of Fianna Fail’s 
social and economic onslaught 
against Irish workers and their 
families. : 


The IWG argued the need to 
link Fianna Fail’s cynical and 
vicious collaboration with Brit- 
ish Imperialism in hounding 
and persecuting Republicans 
with its naked and brutal attack 
on wages, jobs, social welfare, 
health and education in the 
interests of foreign and native 
capital. In this way a campaign 
with teeth with roots in the 
working class could have been 
built. One that would put the 
fight for industrial action to the 
fore of any strategy for building 
a mass struggle, able to hit the 
pockets of the class whose 
interest Haughey and Thatcher 
willingly serve. 


STRIKE ACTION 


That is what we now need if 
Dessie Ellis is to be saved and 
extradition ended for good. El- 
lis’ decision to embark on a 
hunger strike has exposed all 
the limits ofthe AEC. 


Three years after the Act no 
mass campaign of struggle has 


emerged inspite ofthe endless | 


waffle in Sinn Fein and else- 
where about ‘opposition’ 
within Fianna Fail. Where were 
they, we may ask, when Fianna 
Fail made the extradition legis- 
lation permanent in 19877? 


When they extradited Robert | 


Russell and Paul Kane etc.? 
How many resignations? But 
still the fantasies persist that 
the “grassroots” will revolt to 
save Dessie Ellis. Turn out they 


certainly did, in the Presiden- | 


tial election, but it was to sup 
port Lenihan, arch defender of 
the Extradition Act. 


rageously decided on hunger 
strike. The blanket men, too, 


opted for hunger strike pre- 
cisely because the H Block 
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campaign—ouilt on exactly the 
same perspectives as the 
AEC—could not translate sup- 
port into action with real clout. 
Time is short. The call should 
go out from the AEC for strike 
action, and the setting in mo- 
tion, through flying pickets ofa 


By its own military yard- 
sticks the IRA bomb at- 
# tacks in Derry, Newry 
and Omagh were no doubt a 
success. Seven British sol- 
diers dead underline once 
more the technical ability of 
the movement which against 
all the odds of superior forces 


continues to maintain the mo- 


mentum and advantage of the 
surprise attack. 


Clearly it is a severe embar- 
rassment to Thatcher, con- 
ing as it does on the heels of 
the abject collapse of the 
Brooke saga. Inevitably we 
can expect the reply, with an 
even more ruthless ‘shoot to 
kill’ policy and a widening of 
the reign of terror daily visited 
upon those sections of the 
anti unionist population 
where Republican sentiments 
remain unbroken. It is against 
that background that any as- 
sessment should be made 
about whether the IRA action 
in any Way carries forward the 
resistance of anti unionists. 
Resistance not only to the 
daily harassment and attacks 
but to the whole system of re- 


: ss sssion at the heart of 
No wonder Dessie Ellis cou | Bory 


Thatcher's northern state. 


We believe the decision to 
force civilians to act as proxy 
bombs, resulting in the death 


orker. 
o Free DessI 
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wave of rolling strikes 

galvanise each and every form 
of protest, to unite workplace 
and community in a collective 
fist of mass action. Our focus 
must be for the building of a 
mass strike as the surest way 
of saving Dessie Ellis and 





of one, serious injury to an- 
other and the destruction of 
scores of homes must be con- 
demned. The killing of Patsy 
Gillespie, a kitchen worker in 
Fort George army base in 
Derry signals clearly that the 
IRA has extended its list of 
‘legitimate targets’ to any 
worker desperate enough to 
take a job within the arsenals 
of the northern state. The 
statement of the IRA reveals 
a new depth of political blind- 
ness. 


“We particularly appeal to 
the patriotism of the small 
minority of nationalists in- 
volved in such work and ask 
them to set aside ‘personal 
gain’ and cease to assist the 
British war machine” 


The idea that Patsy 
Gillespie was working for per- 
sonal gain is laughable. Even 
more so when we are aware 
that those who suggest it 
know better than most that 
catholic male unemployment 
averages somehwere  be- 
tween 20-50% in parts of 
Derry. Unskilled men _ or 
women have little choice be- 
tween the dole and what is 
available if they are to pro- 
vide any kind of life for them 
selves and their families. 
That is the reality of working 
class life under capitalism, a 


Workers 


Oo F- TX 
truggie 


smashing extradition. 


To co-ordinate such action, 
committees in every locality 
must be built with delegates 
from the workplace, commu- 
nity groups, women and youth 
etc. To that end we must de- 


reality that down the years 
drove hundreds of Derry men 
into the British Army itself, not 
for ‘personal gain’ but out of 
necessity. 


But the IRA actions are not 
only tragic for Patsy Gillespie. 
They occurred just at a mo- 
ment when attempts to build a 
mass campaign to save 
Dessie Ellis from death and 
extradition were getting off 
the ground. The same thing 
happened at Enniskillen, just 
before the Extradition Act be- 
came law. The Irish and British 
bourgeoisie could hardly con- 
ceal their delight underneath 
their crocodile tears about the 
victims. It happened, too,last 
year on Bloody Sunday when 
the largest turn-out for years 
signalled hope for a mass 
street campaign for the Bir- 
mingham Six. Now it has hap- 
pened again. The fatal logic of 
a strategy which subordinates 
every political consideration 
before the dictates of military 
action could not be clearer. 
Military ‘success’ on these 
terms simply hands Thatcher, 
Haughey and the bourgeois 
media the opportunity they 
seek to further poison and 
weaken anti unionist resis- 
tance. 

The fantasy of the republi- 
can movement thatits actions 


@ Extradition to 
“ British Injustice 


mand an emergency open con- 







ference of the AEC to replace 
the bankrupt strategy of the 
present leadership and to lay 
the basis for one that if fought 
for North and South can point 
the way to victory. 


The Politics of Despair 


can break the stalemate inthe 
North is driving it to even more 
desperate and reckless meas- 
ures here, in Britain and the 
Continent. Its blindness to the 
political consequence of its 
recent actions underline this, 
for inevitably Sinn Fein sup 
port will dwindle. The IRA, 
however, simply read this as 
reasons for a desperate step- 
ping up of its campaign, the 
logic of which may lead once 
more to the car bombings of 
the seventies. 


Revolutionary socialists are 
not indifferent to the fact that 
Patsy Gillespie took a job in 
Fort George. But the way to 
him and other workers who in 
any way service these places 
is a political struggle - one 
rooted in the organisation of 
anti unionist workers as the 
key plank to building a mass 
movement of workers, social- 
ists and Republicans against 
all aspects of the ugly repres- 
sive regimes North and South. 
Workers like Patsy Gillespie 
and the unions to which many 
of them belong, have to be 
won to such a struggle — 
which, however long it takes, 
is the only basis for both iso- 
lating and weakening and fi- 
nally destroying in arms all the 
blood-sodden machinery of 
British rule in lreland.@ 









